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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAH. 



Which we copy from the Freeman, is worthy of the atten- 
tion, not only of Catholics, but of those magisterial 
and other officials who, in various district* of the 
country, have shown a disposition to support the proseh/- 
tizers in their course of outrage upon the Catholic 
community. Mr. O'Callaghan's decision has, we observe, 
given mortal offence to the bigots, fanatics, and infidels ; 
but no one doubts that it it perfectly in accordance with 
the law of the land, and with the duty of a justice of 
the peace." 

(From the Telegraph.) 
" A very important decision was delivered last week, by 
Mr. O'CaJlaghan, the able and impartial magistrate, who 
truly dispenses justice in Capel-street Police-office. In a 
case that was brought before him, Mr. O'CaUagban de- 
clared that the circulating, and hawking about, and putting 
into the hands of persona passing along the roads, placards, 
circulars, or handbills, containing expressions offensive to 
the feelings of any religions community, was a legal offence, 
subjecting the person convicted of it to imprisonment. 

" We recommend to the country magistrates — to those 
who have neither the experience nor the legal ability of 
Mr. O'Callaghan — to study his words and to imitate his 
example. We hope, also, that those who have the com- 
mand of the police in every district in Ireland, will learn 
from the dicta of Mr. O'Callaghan, as to persons circu- 
lating offensive controversial tracts, what is the course of 
conduct incumbent upon them to pursue as ' preservers of 
the peace.' 

_ "But there is another class of persons to whom this deci- 
sion of Mr. O'Callaghan should teach wisdom, for no 
word of man can instil into their hearts the meekness of 
charity — and these are the circulators and distributors of 
that insolent and scandalous publication, The Catholic 
Layman. 

" We do not know bnt the publisher of that insulting 
paper is liable to be brought before the bench for seeking 
to provoke Catholics to commit a breach of the 
peace. For the present we tell them the decision of Mr. 
O'Callaghan should be a warning to them. If with that 
warning they persist iu insulting Catholics, then they 
may rest assured the insult will not be long tamely 
submitted to." 

We have not, indeed, met with a single Roman 
Catholic paper disapproving of Mr. O'Callaghan's 
decision, or which did not hold up his conduct as 
not only legal, but worthy of being followed by 
all the magistrates in Ireland. 

Alas ! for the poor Catholic Layman ! What, 
hope remained left for it, or its free but friendly 
discussion of the points in controversy through- 
out our beloved country ! "We had done some- 
thing, we thought, to soften asperity, and intro- 
duce a better tone into such matters ; but now we 
were to be at the mercy of every irritable 
opponent of free discussion, who could bring 
himself to swear, before Mr. O'Callaghan or any 
other "experienced and able" magistrate, that 
the Catholic Layman " annoyed him, or was 
repugnant to his religious feelings" ! and if we 
were not knocked down in person, or by proxy, 
we were, at least, to be subject to the cooling 
process of entering into recognizances or suffering 
fourteen days imprisonment ! How happy, how- 
ever, it was for us that " the experimentum in corpore 
vili" was not tried first upon us, but on poor W. 
Smith, the handbill distributor in Lower Sack- 
ville-street ! 

The wheel of fortune} however, goes round, 
and great are the vicissitudes which at times 
occur, even in the history of divisional metro- 
politan magistrates and their triumphal ovations. 

Smyth, the bill distributor, though an humble 
man, earning (honestly, as he thought) a shilling 
a day in his vocation, bethought himself of 
trying the soundness of Mr. O'Callaghan's legal 
knowledge, by applying for a writ of certiorari 
(as it is called), whereby the proceedings might 
be brought in the way of appeal before the 
highest court of criminal judicature in this king- 
dom of Ireland — her Majesty's Court of Queen's 
Bench. To that court Smyth accordingly ap- 
plied, and a very learned argument took place be- 
fore that court, during which two eminent Queen's 
Counsel, on the part of Mr. O'Callaghan, left no 
ingenuity or exertion untried to prevent a re- 
vision of the decision in question ; but the Court 
unanimously decided that the certiorari must be 
granted, and, accordingly, ordered the adjudica- 
tion and infonnations to be returned into the 



said Court of Queen's Bench without delay, 
which was accordingly done. We extract the 
following report of the ulterior proceedings from 
one of the daily papers : — 

" Yesterday (28th January), Mr. Whiteside,' Q.C., ap- 
plied to quash the order and informations taken by Mr. 
O'Callaghan, obliging W- Smyth to enter into recogni- 
zances to keep the peace towards Mr. M. A. O'Brennan, 
schoolmaster, for the alleged offence of handing him a 
handbill, in Sackville-street, "repugnant to his religious 
feelings.' He said that a minute or two would pat the 
court in possession of the facts, and they were facts impor- 
tant to be known. The informations sworn before the ma- 
gistrate stated that Martin A. O'Brennan came before 
Hugh O'Callaghan, one of the divisional justices of the 
police of Dublin metropolis, and deposed on his oath, 
' that on the 14th of October instant, at Lower Sackville- 
street, the prisoner W. Smyth, annoyed the complainant, 
by handing him a paper repugnant to bis religious feelings.' 
That was the whole crime disclosed by the informations 
(laughter), and it was for the court to say if they disclosed 
any offence. 

"Judge Crampton inquired if the return to the certiorari 
had been regularly set down for argument? 

" Mr. Whiteside — Why, there is nothing to argue, and I 
understand that Mr. M'Donagh does not intend to argue 
that the magistrate's order could be sustained. 

" Mr. M'Donagh, Q.C., on the other side, said, as he 
wished to save the time of the court, although he could 
have insisted upon the case being set down, upon a consi- 
lium, which would delay the hearing of the motion, he did 
not mean to put the other side to any inconvenience. 

" Mr. O'Hagan, Q.C., who was with Mr. M'Donagh, 
said, he felt there were technical (?) difficulties in sustain- 
ing the order of the magistrate. They meant to say nothing 
but submit to the quashing of the proceedings. 

" Mr. Napier, Q.C., on the part of the prosecutor, said, 
that the case was to be decided on the substantial facts, 
and it was perfectly clear from them that the proceedings 
were illegal and unwarranted. 

" The Chief Justice — There is only one question be- 
fore us, and having referred to the documents appearing 
on the face of the return, counsel felt, and very properlv 
that it would be a mere waste of time to argue in support of 
the validity of the proceedings. The order of the magis- 
trate and other proceedings must therefore be quashed. 

" Judge Crampton. — It is perfectly clear from the docu- 
ments that the magistrate had no jurisdiction whatsoever to 
pronounce the order which he made. 

" Judge Moore. — It is our duty to quash the order, and 
discharge the prosecutor's recognizances." 



Thus ends Mr. Hugh O'Callaghan's ovation ! 
and we fear our Limerick cotemporary must now 
exert his ingenuity to discover some other sum- 
mary expedient for extinguishing the Catholic 
Layman, or that freedom of discussion, which 
has always been considered by British subjects 
as their inalienable birthright, notwithstanding 
the rash decision of a Dublin stipendiary police 
magistrate, and the premature applause of the 
Telegraph, the Dublin Evening Post, the Free- 
man's Journal, the Nation, and the Tablet, 
is likely to go on as successfully as ever ! 

Since, however, we should be as reluctant to 
countenance any abuse of the sacred privileges of 
free discussion, by circulating anything really in- 
sulting to any classofourfellow-countryrnen, as if 
we were ourselves as sensitive as Mr. O'Brennan 
appears to be ; and lest we should be thought to 
encourage any such publications (which our 
readers by this time know would be contrary to 
the first principles on which we ourselves act), or 
lest our readers should suspect her Majesty's Court 
of Queen's Bench, (the highest court of criminal 
judicature in the land,) of having given coun- 
tenance to anything justly objectionable, we 
have taken the trouble to procure a copy of the 
handbill in question, which was literally as 
follows : — 

"INVITATION TO ROMAN CATHOMCS. 

" The Rev. J. O'Carroll, A.B., S.T.C.D., will preach 
(God willing) in St. Luke's Church, Coombe, on Sunday 
evening, October 16, 1853, at seven o'clock. 

" Subject — Supremacy of Peter. 

" How can St. Peter be the rock, or foundation of the 
Church, when he himself says, that ' Christ is the chief 
corner stone?' — 1 Pet. ii. 6, Roman Catholic Bible. 

" How can the Pope of Rome be successor to St Peter, 
when Peter never was Bishop of Rome, and is never ac- 
knowledged as such in the Holy Scriptures ? How can the 
Pope, or any human being on earth, pretend tcbe head of 
the Church, without blasphemy, when Christ is head of the 
Churchnowf 'Christ is the head of the Church.'— Eph. v. 
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23, Roman Catholic Bible. ' But I would have yon know 
that the. head of every man is Christ.' — 1 Cor. xi. 4, Ro- 
man Catholic Bible. 

" How was it that all the disciples disputed among them- 
selves which should be the greatest, if Christ had before that 
time, as it is said, constituted Peter the prince of the Apos- 
tles ?— Compare Matt. xvi. 18, &c., with Mark, viii. 27, 
&c., and b* 33, Roman Catholic Bible. 

" If Peter had been first granted supremacy, why did 
James and John afterwards seek the highest places in the 
kingdom of God?— Compare Matt. xvi. 13, 4c, with Matt, 
xx. 20, &c., Koman Catholic Bible. 

" If Peter was the Pope, why was he called to account 
for his conduct by certain believers at Jerusalem ? — Acts, 
xi. 1, &c. ; and why did he not preside and deliver sentence 
instead of James at the council? — Acts, xv. 1-19. Roman 
Catholic Bible. 

"Roman Catholics are earnestly and affectionately in- 
vited to attend." 

On the back was printed the following : 

" THIS IS THE QUESTION. 

" 1. Why do the Protestants take such pains to teach 
Roman Catholics the religion of the Roman Catholic Bible, 
while the Roman Catholic priests never teach the Roman 
Catholic people the religion of their own Roman Catholic 
Bible ? 

" 2. Whv do the Roman Catholic priests shrink from 
proving their religion out of the Roman Catholic Bible? 

" 3. Why are the Protestants so willing to prove their 
religion even out of the Roman Catholic Bible, while the 
priests are afraid of that same Roman Catholic Bible? 

" 4. How, then, can Roman Catholics believe that their 
religion is the Christianity which is taught in the Roman 
Catholic Bible? 

" HOW 18 A ATNNEB SAVES ? 

" This is the great question — 

" • WHAT MUST I DO TO BE SAVED ?' 

" Why is it that no Roman Catholic priest will give to 
this all-important question the same answer as was given 
by St. Paul to the Philippian jailor — ' Believe on the Lord 
Jesus Christ, and thou shalt be saved and thy house ?'-— 
Acts, xvi. 31. 

" Another great question — 

"WHAT IS THE TRUE WAT TO HAVE PEACE WITH COD? 
" The answer is given by St. Paul—' Being justified by 
faith let us have peace with God, through our Lord Jesus 
Christ.' — Romans v. 1, Roman Catholic Bible. 
" Friends and fellow-sinners hear the Word of the Lord." 
We confess we can scarcely understand (if 
any such questions are ever to' be discussed), 
how they could be couched in language less in- 
sulting. That Protestants should be prohibited 
from ashing questions at all is, no doubt, 
what a certain class of persons in , this country 
would wish, if they had the power to effect it. 
The old mode of putting Protestants to the 
question is, of course, another matter. If they 
could effect that too, their triumph would be 
complete. 



THE RAMBLER versus DR. CAHIIX. 

We have been called on, by several valued correspondents, 
to notice a letter on Transubstantiation, published by the 
Rev. Dr. Cahiil, Roman Catholic priest, in the " White- 
haven Herald," and subsequently reprinted in full in the 
Tablet newspaper of 17th December last, as an authorita- 
tive document, published by an able Roman Catholic con- 
troversialist of the present day, whose influence among the 
lower orders, at least, has been for some time by no means 
inconsiderable. We have always been sincerely anxious to 
grapple with the writers of the Church of Rome who most 
truly represent her real opinions, and are able to adduce 
the strongest arguments in support ot them ; and if we 
could have satisfied ourselves that Dr. Cabin's arguments 
or mode of controversy would be recognized by the autho- 
rities of the Church of Rome as a true statement of her 
belief and sentiments, we should long since have singled 
out Dr. Cahiil and his publications as fit subjects for onr 
criticism, though engaged as we are in promoting a kindly 
and Christian method of conducting controversy, it has 
always been to us a matter of surprise and regret that 
such a method of controversy as Dr. Cahiil delights in 
should have met with so much applause from any class of 
Irish Roman Catholics. 

It appears, however, that things which are supposed to 
be good enough for Ireland will not go down in England, or, 
perhaps, aj uster view of what controversy ought to be is arising 
in both countries, for we have just seen in the Rambler, 
a Roman Catholic Journal and Review, published in 
London, which has reached its thirteenth volume, and is 
said to be read by nearly every educated Roman Ca- 
tholic in Great Britain and Ireland, an article repudiating 
Dr. Cahiil and his mode of controversy in the strongest 
language. 

That our readers may judge for themselves how Dr. 
Cabin's letters are thought of by the most respectable 
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Roman Catholics in England we re-print the following 
extracts from the above-named publication (the Rambler) 
for the present month, headed : — 

"DR. CAHILL'S UTTER ON TRANStJBSTANTIATION. 
^Letter of the Rev. Dr. Cahill to the Rev. J. Burns, 

Protestant Minister, Whitehaven, 7th December, 1853. 

Published in the ' Whitehaven Herald? and subsequently 

in the l Tablet? of December 17, 1853. 

" In our last number we offered our readers some re- 
marks on the various means of which wo can avail our- 
selves for the conversion of Protestants ; and we specified 
certain instruments of conversion, which, as it appears to 
ns, are applicable to the few, but not to the many. Dr. 
CahiU's letter to Mr. Burns, of Whitehaven, supplies an 
example of one particular mode of attempting the conver- 
sion of unbelievers, which we did not then specify, because, 
happily it is rare amongst us ; and further, be "ause its 
demerits must be patent to all but the most superficial ob- 
servers. The letter before us, however, presents so striking 
an illustration of the perils of platform and newspaper 
controversy, that it is impossible altogether to pass it over 
without comment. In thus remarking upon Dr. Cahill's 
treatment of the awful doctrine which is the subject of his 
epistle, we shall endeavour to restrain our own language 
within the closest limits of moderation of which the case 
will allow, both from respect to Dr. Cahill's sacred office 
and from a sense of the deep importance of the questions 
involved. We must, however, candidly acknowledge, that 
it is with feelings of real shame and distress that we have 
seen the statements contained in this letter, sent by their 
author to the columns of a Protestant newspaper, with the 
professed object of expounding the consistency and ration- 
ality of the Catholic faith, in prominent contrast with the 
absurdities and self-contradictions of Protestant heresies. 
Of the general tone and style of the letter we need say but 
a few words. Anything more unfortunately chosen as a 
means of winning the ignorant or the unbelieving to tbe 
faith of the Church, we can scarcely conceive. The devout 
and charitable Catholic, who, for the sake of the cause de- 
fended by the writer, might be disposed to overlook de- 
fects produced by the zeal of an advocate, could feel 
nothing but pain and wonder at Dr. Cahill's words ; what, 
then, must be the impression produced on the minds of 
those who will make no allowances ; who are disposed be- 
forehand to account us ignorant, crafty, and irreverent, 
and who, while blind to the follies and inconsistencies of 
their own opinions, would exact from Catholics an almost 
superhuman measure of learning, acuteness, and self- 
command ? We can only say, that we would not for the 
world that this letter should be seen by any Protestant 
friend or acquaintance who was in any degree awakened 
to a sense of the delusions in which he had been educated, 
and was turning a wistful eye towards the Catholic re- 
ligion as the one, true, and holy faith given by Almighty 
God to man. 

" Take, for instances, the astounding assertion, that he 
' would prefer that a Catholic should read the worst books 
of immorality' than a Protestant Bible ! If any of our 
readers have not already seen Dr. Cahill's letter, they will 
lift up their hands in astonishment, and question the accu- 
racy of our quotation ; nevertheless, we assure ihem that 
we are giving the exact words. Conceive, then, the effect 
of such a statement on the readers of the newspaper for 
which this letter was specially written. What story of 
Catholic wickedness will they not henceforth believe ? 
What tale of priestly licentiousness will from this time 
be too monstrous for their credulity? The Protestant 
Bible has abunJance of errors, it is true, and some of them 
of very serious importance ; but is it not a violation of all 
common sense and decency, to pretend that a Catholic had 
better read the filthy productions of obscenity than the 
book in which these mis-translations occur ? Is there a 
priest in the United Kingdom who would bear out Dr. 
Cahill in snch a notion ? Would not all, with one accord, 
denounce it as a perfect portend in the domain of morals and 
casuistry? We do not believe that Dr. Cahill himself would 
act on what he says. We do not believe tha't he would see 
a Catholic reading an obscene publication with more 
equanimity than he would see him reading the Protestant 
u;i,s, jj e j 8 carr i e( j awav by the excitement of news 
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paper controversy, and is betrayed into exaggerations 
which, in other moments, he would be eager to condemn. 
This single passage alone in his letter is a proof of the 
Perils with which newspaper and platform contests on re- 
ligious snbjects are surrounded. We do not say that such 
subjects ought never to find their way into the columns of 
a Protestant journal, or that controversial discussions on 
theological topics ought never to be undertaken in public ; 
but universal experience bears us out in alleging that such 
modes of treating the most sacred and delicate of subjects 
are rarely useful ; and that, when they are undertaken, 
they require a sound head, a cool judgment, a disciplined 
temper, a prudent tongne, a contempt for clap-trap, and a 
desire to convince opponents, rather than to elicit the ap- 
plause of indiscruninating admirers. 
" What, then, must we think of the snares which beset the 
popular' controversialist, when we turn to the paragraph 
of Dr. Cahill's letter, in which he asserts that the miracle of 
rransubstantiation is ' a very common occurrence with 
God, and may be called one of the most general laws of 
nahtre V He is carried away by the unfortunate desire to 
Sting down the infallible mysteries of faith, to the level of 



human capacities ; and which has led him into statements 
which, viewed merely as rhetorical illustrations, are in- 
accurate and worthless; but if looked upon asdestrnctive of 
Catholic doctrine, are shocking to the last degree. Led on 
by the desire of confounding his adversary, he is like a boy 
playing at soowballs, who mingles dirt and stones with the 
pure snow, in order to hit his antagonist the harder blows. 
While heaping on the head of this Mr. Burns every epithet 
of scorn and contempt, for his stupidity, his ignorance, and 
his ' un theological' blunders, he proceeds to put forth the 
following exposition of the doctrine of transuhstantiation." 

After giving a long extract from Dr. Cahill's letter, the 
Rambler proceeds, p. 173. 

" Setting aside, moreover, the theological bearings of Dr. 
Cahill's language, as an argumentative illustration of the 
mystery of the Real Presence it is worthless, and can 
serve only to mislead. The wonder of Transuhstantiation 
is this, that, while the substance is changed, the visible and 
tangible accidents remain. How, then, does it assist faith 
to compare this supernatural condition of a visible object 
with natural changes, in which the substance remains and 
the accidents are changed? The difficulty, to human 
reason, in the Catholic doctrine, is the non-alteration in the 
accidents. In all chemical changes the accidents are more 
or less altered, and heretical unbelief asserts that no tran- 
suhstantiation can take place without such alteration ; and 
Dr. Cahill's illustrations willserve to confirm such unbelief. 
Protestants will reiterate their assertion that the whole 
doctrine is unmitigated nonsense, and that Catholics them- 
selves do not know what they mean. Catholics, on the 
other hand, will reply to such illustrations, that they are 
in direct violation of the injunctions and declarations of 
the Catechism of the Council of Trent, in which we are 
taught that we have no example of the change wrought by 
Transubstantiation, either in natural changes or in the crea- 
tion of things. ' Illud sapissime a Sanctis Patribus 
repetitum ftdeles admonendi sunt, ne curiosius inquirant, 
quo pacto ea mutatio fieri possit. Nee enim percipi a nobis 
potest, nee in naturalibus mutationibus, aut in ipsd rerum 
creatione ejus rei exemplum atiquod habemus 1 (Cat. Cone. 
Trid. pars 2, c. iv. 9, +1.) 

" Dr. Cahill, however, is not content to stop here. He 
actually goes on to ' illustrate' this sacred mystery by a 
new ' explanation' of the Incarnation itself, which is a 
virtual denial of the very foundation of the Christian faith. 



" Is it not mournful to reflect that in these days, when 
every one's eyes are turned towards the Church and her 
teaching, the columns of a Protestant newspaper should be 
filled with declamations on the very foundation of our 
faith, which, if they have any meaning at all, are a plain 
denial of the doctrine, which every child may read in the 
creed of St Athanasius, that ' our Lord Jesus Christ is 
man, of the substance of His mother V— p. 174. 



" Of the'letterof Mr. Burns, which has called forth this 
reply from Dr. Cahill, we know nothing more than is to be 
gathered from the extracts which the latter has prefixed to 
his rejoinder. Mr. Burns appears to be a person of the 
' evangelical' school, who cannot help ' preaching,' even 
when writing to a Catholic priest. We dare say his whole 
production is foolish enough, and as ' untheological' as 
Dr. Cahill considers it to be ; but we must say that, as 
far as Dr. Cahill has enabled us to judge, there appears to 
be nothing in it which should have provoked such con- 
tumely and violence as he has poured forth. On the con- 
trary, there are indications of more modesty of thought 
than is common among persons of Mr. Burns's school ; and 
which should naturally have called for a simple and kind- 
hearted explanation of Catholic doctrine, rather than for a 
storm of contempt. ' / think,' says Mr. Burns, ' the 
soul can no more feed on flesh and blood than on bread.' 
Surely such a statement, so expressed, required something 
different from a whole broadside of abuse.' — p. 175. 

It is not merely the Rambler, however, that judges thus 
of Dr. Cahill's letters. The Tablet of Saturday, February 
4, contains a letter from Dr. Cahill, written in his usual 
style, in answer to a letter written by the Rev. Edward 
Walford, lately a clergyman of the Church of England, 
but now a convert to Romanism. We have not seen Mr. 
Walford's letter, for the Tablet does not publish that, 
though it gives Dr. Cahill's reply ; but Dr. Cahill gives us 
the following extracts from the letter of Mr. Walford : — 
" Now, sir, whatever means God may bless to the advance- 
ment of the Catholic religion in England, it is quite certain 
that false statements are not among them, aud I cannot 
but deplore, in common with many other converts 
of the Catholic faith, the recklessness and un- 
charitable assertions which Dr. Cahill, a priest of 
the Catholic Church, is not ashamed to utter against 
th« Protestant clergy." And, again, " When we 
urge upon them (the Protestants) the claims of the 
Catholic Church, and the superior fruits of holiness to be 
found within her pale, we are silenced by an allusion to 
the last speech, or letter of Dr. Cahill, who, surely, as a. 
Catholic priest, would be doing equal service by teaching 
some of the Church's children in our semi-heathen towns, 
as by delivering fierce controversial lectures, and writing 
letters of ignorant and unchristian invective." 

Mr. Walford, in changing his religion, does not think that 
he should cease to regard truth or be a gentleman. Dr.» 
Cahill seems to think otherwise ; for he accounts tor Mr. 
Walford's letter, by telling him that he is "only half con- 



verted" 1 Of course Dr. Cahill thinks that every one who 
is wholly converted, should prove it by using such language 
and arguments as Dr. Cahill's, and by spunking of Pro- 
testants as Dr. Cahill does. 

We shall not trouble onr readers with the unblushing 
self-glorification with which Dr. Cahill endeavours to con- 
sole himself for the rebuke he has received. But there is 
another point worth mentioning. The Rambler says 
that we are not to suppose that Dr. Cahill's speeches and 
letters are approved by the Roman Catholic priests or 
bishops. 

" We assure our non-Catholic readers that Dr. Cahill 
alone is responsible for the statements he puts forth, that 
there is no foundation whatever for the prevalent Protes- 
tant notion that he is to be taken as a chosen cham- 
pion of the faith ; but, on the contrary, that a very large 
proportion of the Catholic clergy aud laity regard much of 
what he says as pernicious and untrue. Why, then, it 
will be said, is Dr. Cahill allowed thus to compromise the 
whole community of which he- is a member?'' (p. 176). 

The Rambler goes on to say that the only reason that 
the Roman Catholic bishops do not stop Dr. Cahill is, 
" lest an unwilling subject should recalcitrate hopelessly ;' 
in plain English, lest he should rebel against authority, 
and begin to kick like a vicious horse that nobody can 
stop ! 

Alter all the boasted unity of the Church of Rome, then, 
it appears, there is dissension enough within its pale. They 
have champions in one country whom they repudiate and 
are ashamed of in another, and can keep in subjection those 
priests only, lidwever mischievous or heterodox, who are 
willing subjects, and not given to rebel or recalcitrate hope- 
lessly ! . While, however, the Rambler excuses the Ro- 
man Catholic bishops and clergy for " permitting Dr, 
Cahill to write and lecture as he does," Dr. Cahill, on 
the other hand affirms, that his sermons have been 
preached, and his speeches made, on the " invitations of 
dozens of bishops, and hundreds of priests," to all of whom 
he can refer for their approval. 

We trust this is but the vapouring of the man, and not 
the stating of a fact ; and venture to hope that the time is 
coming when all Roman Catholic priests will see that con- 
troversial discussion, to be read or listened to, must be car- 
ried on in the method of the Catholic Layman, and not 
in the method of Dr. Cahill. We trust, therefore, our 
friends will excuse us for not selecting Dr. Caliill's publica- 
tions as matters to be replied to, at .least, till he is recog- 
nized by his Roman Catholic brethren as a fit representa- 
tive of their views, and learns to conduct controversy in a 
more temperate and Christian spirit. 
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ON THE VISIBLE CHURCH. 

TO THE EDITOR OF TBE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir — Extreme pressure of business alone has precluded 
the possibility of my paying earlier attention to your re- 
marks on my letter in the November edition of your paper. 
I regret that my observations should be, as you say, cal- 
culated to excite prejudice. Unfortunately, early preju- 
dices are not easily subdued. Bishop Burnet says it is a 
noble effort of the greatest minds to shake off the prejudices 
of education ; notwithstanding, as I have abstained from 
setting myself up as an advocate of any particular Church, 
and have contented myself with reasoning on doctrines ab- 
stractedly, I flatter myself there are many enlightened Pro- 
testants who will examine my arguments impartially, hav- 
ing flung, as I do, all such feelings of prejudice to the 
winds. 

From a retrospective view of our controversy, it appears 
that I have so far prevailed as to establish against you at 
least, that the Church of England, as at present existing, 
is disowned by every Church, congregation, and society of 
Christians in the eleventh century. After sending me, in 
my search of truth, from Rome to Greece, Antioch, Alexan- 
dria, and the whole round of the eastern Churches — Copts, 
Muscovites and all — finding your principles rejected 
by each, you are constrained to cower under the pa- 
tronage of Lanfranc. This pious and learned man 
was one of the most formidable opponents of Beren- 
garius, against whom he wrote a book, expressly, in the 
very beginning of which he inveighs against Beren- 
garius as an arrogant innovator, who began to broach 
opinions opposed to the whole world — " Superbioe fastu 
plenus, contra' orbem sentirc coepisti" — and that he cora- 
posed a work in opposition to truth, and to the persuasion 
of all Churches. " Contra Catholicam vCritatem, contra 
omnium ecclesiarum opinionem, scriptum postea condidisti." 
In the 22nd chapter of his book Lanfranc thus expostulates 
with Berengarius : — " Ask all those who have any know- 
ledge of Latin ; ask the Greeks, the Armenians, and all 
Christians, without exception, of whatsoever nation, they 
will answer you that they hold the same faith that we pro- 
fess.'' And Guitmond, Bishop of Averse, a disciple of 
Lanfranc, says, in his 3rd book against Berenger, that he 
had not a single little town or little village favourable to 
his innovation, and that before Berenger had thus got mad 
no one had ever got mad after the same fashion — " Notis- 
simuni est hoc tempore priusquam Berengarius insanisset, 
bujusmodi insanias nunquam fuisse." 

You say the present Church of England is identical with 
that presided over by Lanfranc. As few will be inclined to 



